Consent 10/13/2009 ltem #10

SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Professional Services: PS-4388-09/VFT - Design of Minor Projects with
Construction Costs Less Than $1 Million

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts
AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Vagillia Taylor EXT:7122
MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:

Approve ranking and authorize staff to negotiate rates for PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor
Projects with Construction Costs Less Than $1 Million with Inwood Consulting Engineers, Inc.
of Oviedo, Florida; HNTB Corporation of Lake Mary, Florida; Pegasus Engineering of Winter
Springs, Florida; Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc. of Orlando, Florida; and Professional
Engineering Consultants, Inc. of Orlando, Florida (Estimated Annual Usage Amount of
$900,000.00).

County-wide Ray Hooper

BACKGROUND:

PS-4388-09/VFT will provide various professional services under CCNA, including but not
limited to, construction plan preparation, and environmental & drainage permitting for minor
projects. Some projects will require preliminary and final design phases and intensive sub-
basin and environmental permitting.

The project was publicly advertised and the County received thirty-eight (38) submittals, of
which one (1) response was determined to be non-responsive. The following responsive
submittals are listed below in alphabetical order:

o AECOM Technical Services, Inc.

¢ Altran Solutions Corp.

¢ AVCON, Inc.

o The Balmoral Group, LLC

o Bowyer-Singleton & Associates, Inc.
o Brindley Pieters & Associates, Inc.

o Burgess & Niple, Inc.

o Collins Engineers, Inc.

o Comprehensive Engineering Services, Inc.
e Consul-Tech Enterprises, Inc.

e CPH Engineers, Inc.

o CSI Engineering



o Daly Engineering Consultants, LLC
o Donald W. Mclintosh Associates, Inc.
¢ Dyer, Riddle, Mills, & Precourt, Inc.
e Ghyabi & Associates, Inc.

o HDR Engineering, Inc.

e HNTB Corporation

e Horizon Engineering Group, Inc.

¢ Infrastructure Engineers, Inc.

¢ Inwood Consulting Engineers, Inc.

¢ Johnson, Mirmiran & Thompson

¢ Kisinger Campo & Associates, Corp.
o Lochrane Engineering, Inc.

e MACTEC Engineering and Consulting, Inc.
o Metric Engineering, Inc.

o Miller Legg

o Moffatt & Nichol

¢ Neel-Schaffer, Inc.

e Pegasus Engineering

o Professional Engineering Consultants, Inc.
¢ Protean Design Group, Inc.

¢ Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc.

e TYLin International

¢ Vanesse Hangen Bristlin, Inc.

« Wantman Group, Inc.

o WBQ Design & Engineering, Inc.

e Woolpert, Inc.

The Evaluation Committee, which consisted of Gary Johnson, Public Works Director; Jerry
McCollum, County Engineer; Brett Blackadar, Principal Engineer; Rolando Raymundo,
Principal Engineer; and Charlie Wetzel, Assistant Traffic Engineer, all from the Public Works
Department, evaluated the submittals and agreed to short-list ten (10) firms. The Evaluation
Committee interviewed these firms giving consideration to the following criteria:

¢ Project Approach/Understanding
¢ Innovative/Cost Savings Ideas
o Project Team Qualifications and Experience

The attached backup documentation includes the Tabulation Sheet, the Presentation
Summary & Scoring Sheets, the Evaluation Summary Sheets and the Project Scope. The



Evaluation Committee recommends that the Board approve the ranking below and authorize
staff to negotiate rates with the five (5) top ranked firms in accordance with F.S. 287.055, the
Consultants Competitive Negotiation Act (CCNA).

¢ Inwood Consulting Engineers, Inc.
e HNTB Corporation
Pegasus Engineering

Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc.
o Professional Engineering Consultants, Inc.

Staff will return to present the final negotiated rates and the Award Agreements for approval
and execution by the Board. Authorization for the performance of services by the Consultants
under these Master Agreements shall be in the form of written Work Orders issued and
executed by the County, and signed by the Consultants. Work Orders will be limited to projects
with construction costs of $1 million dollars or less, and study costs of $50,000 dollars or less.
The work and dollar amount for each Work Order shall be negotiated on as as-needed basis
for the specific project, and funded within approved budget amounts.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve ranking and authorize staff to negotiate rates for
PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects with Construction Costs Less Than $1 Million with
Inwood Consulting Engineers, Inc. of Oviedo, Florida; HNTB Corporation of Lake Mary,
Florida; Pegasus Engineering of Winter Springs, Florida; Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc. of
Orlando, Florida; and Professional Engineering Consultants, Inc. of Orlando, Florida
(Estimated Annual Usage Amount of $900,000.00).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-4388-09 VFT - Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

2 County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: AECOM

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies fo support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
> e M, /

Aar e

"

Score

R
o
=)

Innovative/Cost Savings Ideas: (20)

B J (M@ dlvlstraing, ool Shon, GectMS Sty Slopn Hrb. doe
M St L- »
R 5 i 8 —
Score {>
(0-20)
Project Team Qualifications and Experience: (30}
’YM' -~ )i CAr " oy gday b e
Score 20
(0-30)

Ranking_ O Total Score (0-100) __ )\



PS-4388-09/VFT —~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Balmoral

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points alloited for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* & & 9 @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)

M&f&&,m DEABYY P NEVNE YL =T\,

Scoreﬁ !
(0-50)
Innovative/Cost Savings Ideas: (20)

ug;ﬂ;m,)w s Cet) shone vl o ———f\r\\:, sl

.
Score_ |\,
(0-20)
Project Team Qualifications and Experience: (30)
?A_M&u; . S, ~Sw ({ﬂ. """"\lkwlr @mé
Score. 20
(0-30}

Ranking 9 Total Score (0-100) _~ JC



PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Burgess & Niple
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points aliotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* 2

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)

Flana & z&rl’\c SCAVE ERLINET) WV A A P Yy BEVYR

Score i )

(0-50)
Innovative/Cost Savings ldeas: (20)
g ndrnn b i\ ‘Am’(\ A Lorand  HOC Ranf
s
Score [ hY
(0-20)
Project Team Qualifications and Experience: (30}
o S
Score &0
(0-30)

Ranking 5 Total Score {(0-100) 2 2



PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ghyabi & Associates

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

-~ Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

e & & & =

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
TCilaan bd. Goey
g@_mmvm/\_

v

Score 3@
(0-50)
Innovative/Cost Savings ldeas: (20)

& \ T 2
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o
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P8-4388-09/VFT ~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: HNTB

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaiuation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT —~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Inwood

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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P$-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Metric Engineering

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up fo the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of poinis for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs maijor help to be acceptable

s 5 9 @ »

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criferia.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Pegasus Engineering
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

*» * » @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)

Innovative/Cost Savings Ideas: (20)
T o - - e G\?bLJ et S «

Project Team Qualifications and Experience: (30)

Ranking ‘3 Total Score (0-100) 2 E l



PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: PEC

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up o the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

. & & o o

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Aﬂp[a'échll}nc_!erstanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: RSH

QUAL.FICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Rolando Raymundo

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for ali criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Quistanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help io be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appracch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: AECOM

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help fo be acceptable

* & & & @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.
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P$-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Balmoral

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help fo be acceptable

s & & & »

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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s

PS-4388-09/VFT —~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Burgess & Niple
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

.« o & & =

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria,

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT —~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Constructlon Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ghyabi & Associates
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help 1o be acceptable

* & & & 0

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.
Goo A
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less

than $1,000,000
SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: HNTB

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT —~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Inwood

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help fo be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Metric Engineering

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* & & & @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-08/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Pegasus Engineering

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* & * @ »

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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P$-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less

than $1,000,000
SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: PE

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* » & = @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT —~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: RSH

- QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jerry McCollum

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

¢ & & 9 »

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: AECOM

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allofted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Quistanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

s & & 5 9

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Ap_praochjUnderstandinq: (50)

Selected i . v" J sheltrerom o p. 2 (W’,'Gjm =77
ﬂ#ﬁ:&aﬁfgﬂ_ﬁdqﬂamﬁ 3 B;.S.ﬁ;r'f-u\n rmr{c‘,(
Score_ 40
' (0-50)
Innovative/Cost Savings ldeas: (20)
FJY w/marﬁg&a (Lﬂ“f’wo;ecﬁj Add Sra\@au:/k{ej;rt oca Ijmu.
&ﬁ:a A—!—_& col-de- Mgchcqo : ft‘P’ di=h @ Fél’b" C[th £33 QPQ\J\%M”
Tre MM,M“ AVouM-O\ YN Ll Sér&- Trees 'g.vf Q/CL)AGML‘Q;«-
Score_ /&
(0-20)
Project Team Qualifications and Experience: (30)
'S Iﬁtﬂd aud aggrcsi'r@f.:\
MMMMM&Q&*wM benlds
Score_ 2%
(0-30)

Ranking 8 Total Score (0-100) €3



PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

e

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Balmoral

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for ali criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

® & » » »

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Burgess & Niple

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

QOutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respecis.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* & 5 & 9

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluafion criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ghyabi & Associates

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
~ total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

e & & 2 @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less

than $1,000,000
SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: HNTB

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will egual 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in ali respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

. & & & &

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)

.D/’?Jmaqe —corb 1SS e

- Proe dlnecl\

L’p«pamd MUMP{Z&,WM Mér © ’MJ wf_ le e Pé/fgb ;;:3’_ Score__ 40
/ el ity
(0~50)
Innovative/Cost Savings ldeas: (20)

3 /4M ,&aa/d,uc N/ézé’e [aes 346?&/:2:: s@d/M
£ ’ ; Incor—mmfc recll 2 :

uge mﬁ.ﬂjf/b

Score_}7
(0-20)
Project Team Qualifications and Experience: (30)
/4//5&)4////975 2%7474?&? ¢ l&,é{/tzﬂrbf
ﬁ?é‘ng .;;:Q‘g,m% aéf D7 ber t’cﬁé?
Score_ 20
(0-30)

Ranking S Total Score (0-100) EZ



PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Inwood

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up fo the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

QOutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Accepiable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceplable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS$-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Metric Engineering

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

e ® & & &

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT ~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Pegasus Engineering

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points aliotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

s & & ¢ @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: PEC

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respecis.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

. & & & @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: RSH

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Gary Johnson

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)

.
awaglt proiectt UGpacidy Wod- din (5800 ;u‘/ 4 S1% o ad( tLﬂLMC. )

EXer (m,) duccesse

fn_ Al AR AL (7EECk. S 5t !:,l_a MRS T spak - e
0ol _analasts ot as s bekioh o ~—~4‘i Uewlelb ) e ¢ liach, ;
Sormuwalfiranala sis (nclud & potenhial acgo rsihon properds dorca
Elludat reduek o:a\ C,Gtcma—-{biﬁ:“‘-‘tl"t baﬂMMbaéo#pQ.'\‘eﬂi;:Score 40
| A

Good poblic fnvolverent plasm. (0-50)

Innovative/Cost Savings Ideas: (20)

n

Speed ho | v o Teren ¢ on f $30€.
IMP/DM ) ¢le 'Nre;s - N n(e,‘l*r
L v

& ’;w‘ s [ K
Z Score_2.0
(0-20)
Project Team Qualifications and Experience: (30)
MUH‘A‘D{L Caw'('mc.&'s — eddres ICouw’l'l‘ﬂﬂﬂan §
GEC Joode o Teh,s -
Score_Z2&
(0-30)

Ranking__{ Total Score (0-100) __&S_



PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: AECOM

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outistanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

s & & 5 »

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria. RV
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Balmoral

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

® & 5 & @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Burgess & Niple

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appracch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ghyabi & Associates
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major heip to be acceptable

* & 9 * »

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: HNTB

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

*« & = & @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
~ than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: inwood
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the foliowing
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* & o » o

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT —~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Metric Engineering

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

. & & o

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Pegasus Engineering
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points aliotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* ® * @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appracch/Understanding: {50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: PE

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

. & & & B

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: {50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: RSH

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Charlie Wetzel

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

QOutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: AECOM

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Brett Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceplable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50}
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PS-4388-09/VFT ~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Balmoral

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Brett Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* & & 5 @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
I/&W/ M” fﬁﬂ/ﬁf ,7»4%7/"[ @’Wf;fff finy_sgice! ,M/[/é Anatrst:d Aw/vff 6’2

"::7f~*' r/‘/ /.’/’//fzf ,.f,%;w ,/Z-I,f.aw/z/w;f: rwx// 6%/ s wz’we‘/:‘“ﬁ(‘ /x"/v"fm f'ﬁ,« i 47

Atz /')%’4/ ﬁém/ : ;f{v 5@»/‘&// z//n/‘fe AR N
past 7’ f/// ol sl /J/ ey ﬂ/f’ Z (‘/é Ly
% 05:% . - 7 Score lij
(0-50)

Innovative/Cost Savings Ideas: (20) _
%A»x//} K>W (’? Kf*’/ « ,7}: i ffjhff"*'»‘*v‘:’ ;/rew*’?/ £y /%/ M/ .

o T sy (”/5 Tt i et B o e

S sl . Pud M /uu} &w/z, ('”3 A /l,nmf i

M?‘L"&,\i e ,fff‘f-&?.% &F a A "7y i Score ﬁ
(0-20)

Project Team Qualifications and Experience: (30)

.
r»./
4

%? 77 ,7{:‘1 < om q?' F Gy by frad 5zw';’/:"i"’§ p ‘,f); :}jz' sy f;/‘, ORI "74)%1
[Etn js Eeptwinctd, O ey, s T o For s tpedet g ef

Score_24
{0-30)

Ranking } O _ Total Score (0-100) XQ



PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Burgess & Niple

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Brett Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allofted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

. & & & O

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaiuation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT ~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Ghyabi & Associates

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Brett Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* & & & »

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT ~ Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: HNTB

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Brett Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

. & & o @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50) W
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: inwood

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Breit Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* ¢+

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding: (50)
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P35-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Metric Engineering

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Brett Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

s & & & @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Aggraochmnderstanqu (50)
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Project Team Qualifications and Experience: (30)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Pegasus Engineering
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Brett Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/T in\i“é“Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

. & » ¢ @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Appraoch/Understanding; (50)
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PS-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: PE

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Brett Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* & & & 9

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project Anpraoch/Understanding: (50)
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P8-4388-09/VFT — Design of Minor Projects w/ Construction Costs less
than $1,000,000

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: RSH

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Brett Blackadar

EVALUATION CONSIDERATIONS

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The

total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Scolid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* & & = »

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Project AgpraochlUnderstanqu (50)
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Scope of Services

Continuous Professional Services Contract for Public Works Minor Projects

Construction Cost Less than One Million Dollar

Seminole County is requesting continuing services for professional services as defined

by Florida Statue 287.055 (CCNA). Under CCNA, work orders are currently Ilmnted by.
- Eeon$tidetion costs of $1,000,000 or study costs of $50,000.

It is Seminole County's desire to retain multiple consuitants to perform, but not be
limited to construction plan preparation and environmental and drainage permitting for
minor projects. Some projects will require preliminary and final design phases and
intensive sub-basin and environmental permitting.

The work orders under this contract will be inclusive of surveying, soil and geotechnical
analysis, structure analysis, traffic analysis and any other analysis that would be needed
to produce a set of construction plans. The projects will include but not limited to:

T & & & & @& ¢ © T ¢ @

Roadway Reconstruction Projects
Roadway Traffic Safety Projects
Sidewalk Projects

Intersection Improvements

_ Bridge replacements

Stormwater/Water Quality improvement Projects

~ Stormwater Basin Studies
Traffic signal design

Traffic Studies

Preliminary Engineering Studies

ITS Services (includes fiber infrastructure as-built development, GPS
services and fiber attachment agreements)

Other Miscellaneous Roadway Improvements
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